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ON THE WEINSTEIN CONJECTURE IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS

PETER ALBERS AND HELMUT HOFER

AsstracT. The existence of a “Plastikstufe” for a contact structunglies the Weinstein conjecture for all
supporting contact forms.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

A one-forma on an odd-dimensional manifod®"~* is called a contact form, provideta di"is a
volume-form. Associated to a contact fortmve have the Reeb vector fieldefined by

ix/l =1 and ixd/l =0

and the contact structuge= ker(1). In 1978, A. Weinstein,lEl], motivated by a result of P. Relwitz,
(L8], and one of his own resultd, [20], made the followingjesture:

A Reeb vector field on a closed manifoldM2"™! admits a periodic orbit.

The first break-through on this conjecture was obtained byit@€rbo, ], showing that compact energy
surfaces inR?" of contact-type have periodic orbits. Extending Gromokisdry of pseudoholomorphic
curves, [[3], to symplectized contact manifolds, H. HofE], felated the Weinstein conjecture to the exis-
tence of certain pseudoholomorphic curves. He showedritditiension three the Weinstein conjectures
holds in many cases. In particular, he showed that Reeb wvields associated to over-twisted contact
structures admit periodic orbits. Recently the Weinsteinjecture in dimension three was completely set-
tled by C. Taubes[[17,118], who exploited relationshipsieein Seiberg-Witten-Floer homologly, [12], and
embedded contact homolog[[ll], in order to construct molghic curves in the symplectized contact
manifold out of nontrivial Seiberg-Witten-Floer homologhkasses. For more references on the Weinstein
conjecture sed]6].

In this note we show that many Reeb vector fields on higher diéoaal closed manifolds have peri-
odic orbits generalizing the main result froﬁ|1 [4]. Our esiste result is closely connected to the interest-
ing attempt by K. Niederkr[]gemlS] to generalize the thagmensional notion of an overtwisted contact
structure. He introduced the concept oPkastikstufewhich currently seems to be the most compelling
g@neralisation given recent further developments by I‘sa%r,] and K. NiederkriigerO. van Koert,
[14].

Let us denote byN], £) a pair consisting of a closed manifdid of dimension 2 — 1 and a co-oriented
contact structure. We denote byd? the closed unit disk il with coordinates + iy.

Definition 1.1. We say that i/, £) contains &Plastikstufewith singular set providedM admits a closed
submanifoldS of dimensionn — 2 and an embedding: D? x S — M with ({0} x S) = S having the
following properties:

(1) There exists a contact foraps inducingé so that the one-form := (*Aps satisfies8 A dB = 0
and moreoveg # 0 on (D? \ {0}) x S. Near{0} x S the formg is given by = xdy- ydxand the
pull-back ofg to 9D? x S vanishes.

(2) The complement g} x S in (D? \ dD?) x S is smoothly foliated by via anS*-family of leaves
diffeomorphic to (01) x S, where one of the ends converges to the singulat®et S and the
other is asymptotic to the leaw®? x S.
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The setPS(S) = (D? x S) is called thePlastistufe

Let us observe that the existence dflastikstufdor a given contact structure involves the existence of a
certain inducing contact form. This isfBirent from the three-dimensional case where an over-tivifit
is defined only in terms of the contact structure and doesewptire the existence of a particular contact
form. In the following we shall call a closed co-oriented tamt manifold M, £) PS-overtwisted provided
there exists a contact forrtpg inducingé containing aPlastistufe Recently Niederkriiger and van Koert
showed that every odd-dimensional sph@f&* with n > 3 has a contact structure admittinglkastikstufe
If now (M?-1,¢£) is a co-oriented contact manifold then a connected sum avitRS-overtwisted sphere
admits by standard arguments a contact structure which-gveéBwisted. In particular, any closed man-
ifold of dimension 2 — 1 admitting a co-oriented contact structure also admits-@WRBtwisted contact
structure. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem. Let(M, &) be a closed PS-overtwisted contact manifold. Then every Restor field associated
to a contact formt inducingé has a contractible periodic orbit.

Remark 1.2. In [E] Niederkriiger shows that a PS-overtwisted contacicture does not have a semi-
positive symplectic filling. We noticed that some of his ideanbined with ideas fronf[4] lead to the

above theorem. We also observed that the limitation to gmmitive fillings is not necessary and can be
removed using polyfolds[[S]. This will be discussed in ali@aming paper.

2. BACKGROUND

All material in this section is taken fronfi [IL3].

2.1. Local normal form. Let (M, 2) contain a Plastikstuf®@S(S). In [E, section 3.1] it is proved that
there exist constants C > 0 and an open sé&t in the symplectic manifold(—e, 0] x M, d(e31)) such that
{0} x S c V andV is symplectomorphic to the set

-C<Refg) <0 -C<Im(zr) <C }

2.1 U:= ZxT*S
( ) { ((Zl’ 22)’ (q’ p)) e C°x Re(Z]_) + %|Zz|2 + %“puz < 0

in C? x T*S which carries its natural symplectic structure. Moreon, V corresponds to equality in the
last equation an#*S(S) N V to equality and In#) = 0, p= 0.

2.2. Bishop family. The local modeU contains a naturah(- 1)-dimensionaBishop familygiven by
Uyq, - D? — C2x T*S
2 ((~to, 2Vi02), (00, 0))

where 0< to < Cis areal parameter argd € S. The mapsi, q,) are { x j)-holomorphic, wherg denotes
the natural almost complex structure Bt induced by the Levi-Civita connection of a Riemannian neetri
onS. Moreover, they have boundary on the set correspondif$(s).

We denote byl the almost complex structure dpbtained by pulling back the almost complex structure
i x j from C? x T*S. Then we can pull back the Bishop family to holomorphic majenpted by the same
symbols)

(2.2)

(2.3) U i D2 — V C (=£,0] x M.

2.3. Unigueness results for holomorphic disks.We extend the almost complex structuréom the set
V to a compatible almost complex structure @ := (-0, 0] x M, d(e%1)). We introduce the following
notation

(2.4) PS(S) = PS(S) \ (IPS(S) U S)

and remark thaf’)TS‘(S) is totally real with respect td. The following proposition is taken fronﬂllS,
Proposition 7].
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Proposition 2.1. Let u: (D?,dD?) — (W, 553(8)) be a J-holomorphic disk which is simple. Moreover,
we assume that(6') c PS(S) bounds a disk itPS(S) and

(2.5) image@)NV #0.
Then, up to an element #ut(D?), we have
(2.6) U= Uyg,

that is, after reparametrization, the holomorphic disk @isiember of the Bishop family.

3. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

By assumption there exists a contact fokpy on M containing a Plastikstufe. Letbe another contact
form inducing the same contact structure.

We assume by contradiction that there exists no contractilsed Reeb orbit fot.

3.1. The set-up. We choose a functiofi : M — R such thatl = fAps. Since multiplyingd with a
non-zero constant doesn’t change its Reeb orbits (up toaeprization) we may assume without loss of
generality that the functiof takes only values in (@). Then we can choose a smooth family of functions
fs: M — R for s e [-1, —¢] satisfying

1 nears=- f
(3.2) fs = © and moreover ots >0.

f nears=-1 Js
This gives rise to a smooth familly = fs1ps of contact forms which we extend bgs for s > —¢ and by
Afors< —1. OnW = (-0, 0] x M we choose an exact symplectic fofmon W which satisfies

Q- d(e’Aps) on[-&,0]x M

“ld(es))  on (-0, -1]x M
This is possible due to the choice of the famfly This has been used in the literature many times, see
for instance |ﬂ7]. We modify the almost complex structdrfom above to a compatible almost complex
structured on (W Q) by requiring that on{o0, —2] x M the almost complex structure is adapted to the
negative part of the symplectization &f in the sense 0[[1]. OW it remains as defined in the previous
section. In particular My Q) still contains the Bishop family, ,. We denote the relative homotopy class

given by the Bishop disks by € mo(W, 553‘(8)) and set
(3.3) M@J) = {u: (D 0D%) — (WPS(S)) | d;u =0, [u] = a, Ik(u,S) = 1},
(3.4) M(J) 1= M(J)/Aut(D?)

where Ik@f) is the linking number ofi(S?) in PS(S) with the setS. This is defined as follows. By
defLr_litionSDS(S) is foliated by anS*-family of Legendrian submanifolds, thus there exists airstmap
6 : PS(S) — St. We set k@, S) := deg o ulg:).

(3.2)

3.2. The proof. We need the following three facts establishedIr} [13, Privipos 8 — 10].

(1) The Maslov index o& equalsupmasiofd) = 2,
(2) the almost complex structudds regular at members of the Bishop family,
(3) the energy of all elements im(J) is uniformly bounded.

The totally real submanifoIcZ;:S‘(S) is non-compact. Sinc8PS(S) is a closed leaf of the characteris-
tic foliation the maximum principle implies that no holonpbic maps intersect?S(S) at an interior
point. According to Propositio@.l ne8rthe only holomorphic disks are members of the Bishop fam-
ily. Therefore, the non-compactnessﬁS(S) poses no problem. Moreover, due to the energy bounds
and the specific structure of the almost complex struciuoa the end oW we can apply the ideas of
the SFT-compactness theoreL?p [1]. Since we assumed thatehkists no contractible closed Reeb orbits
bubbling-df cannot occur in the interior. Therefore, the only non-coatipass of the moduli spaﬂ(J)
comes from bubbling46 of holomorphic disks having boundary 5?\:15‘(8). The next proposition is taken
from @ Proposition 11] and shows that there exists no bogtoff of holomorphic disks.



4 PETER ALBERS AND HELMUT HOFER

Proposition 3.1. Given a sequende) C //\/(\(J) there exists a subsequence either converging to an element
in M(J) ortoapointin S.

The latter case occurs if a family of Bishop disks shrinks pmant in S. We remark that in the former
case the limit is simple.
Proposition 3.2. For a compatible almost complex structure J, which is gemeri the subsef(-2, 0] x
M)\ V of (W, Q), the moduli spac@(J) is a smooth, compact manifolds of dimension
(3.5) dimM(J) =n+2.
Proor. We picku € M(J). In case that imagef NV # 0 we conclude from Propositi.l thais a
member of the Bishop family. In particular, imagg € V. Moreover,J is already regular for members in
the Bishop family.

Ifimage ) NV = 0 then it has to pass through the regign2, 0] x M) \ V. Since all the disks are
simple a generid will be regular, see for examplﬂ[Z]. The dimension formwlbdivs from the fact that
HUMasiold) = 2 and dintPS(S) = n. O

We consider the evaluation map
ev ://\/(\(J)Sl = M(J) Xauo?) st — 73?8(8) cM
[U.t] - u(e™)

defined on the smooth manifolaﬁ(\])sl of dimension diW(J)Sl =n.

(3.6)

Proposition 3.3. For a generic J as in the previous proposition the evaluatitap is smooth.
To derive the contradiction to the assumption thats no closed Reeb orbits we make the following

Definition 3.4. For a pointp = «(z 9) € «(D?x S) = PS(S) we define the distance gfto S by d(p, S) = |2
andsetfor d <e¢

(3.7) M) = {[u.t] € M(D)s: | d(ev([u.t]). S) > 6} .
Then we have
(3.8) e(IM()%) = (S5 x ),

whereS; = {z € D? | |7 = §}. We conclude that [Q@M(J)gl)] € Hn1(PS(S),Z/2) is the generator.
On the other hand the set(W(J)gl) is clearly the boundary of the compact manifolch((J)gl). This

implies, that [evgM(J)2,)] = 0 € Hn_1(PS(S). Z/2).
This contradictions concludes the proof of the theorem.
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